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1899-1902 clear that he had through the Chartered Company supplied the
Age 47-50 conspfratorg -^th funds. It further appeared that after the Raid
he was implicated in the forged or misdated telegram of invitation,
whereby the Johannesburg Reformers had purported to invoke the
assistance of Jameson to protect their wives and children. But
with regard to the complicity of the Colonial Secretary the Inquiry
pursued a more puzzling course. The Committee approached the
point, only to recede from it when disclosures seemed to impend.
Corners of the curtain were lifted and inexplicably dropped again.
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Sir William Harcourt—the repre-
sentatives of the Opposition on the Committee—were criticised for
not pressing their investigations under this head with more insist-
ence, and suggestions (unfounded in fact) were not wanting that they
had in some way been muzzled by appeals to their patriotic dis-
cretion. When Mr. Hawksley, Rhodes5 solicitor, declined to produce
what might have been highly material telegrams, his " contumacy "
was, strangely, treated as a ground for acquiescing in his refusal,
and the Committee for no clear reason accepted the assurance and
acted on the assumption that the documents actually produced
were representative of those withheld—an assumption which the
very fact of their being withheld exposed to doubt. It was freely
alleged by the Rhodesians that they had throughout been in corre-
spondence with the Colonial Office, which, they implied, possessed
something more than an intelligent anticipation of their movements :
and their agents in London had clearly led Rhodes to suppose that
the Home Government knew of their projects and viewed them with
sympathy. Their tone was that of people who, in the last resort,
could make things exceedingly awkward for Mr. Chamberlain. In
the result, the Committee categorically exonerated the latter from
any share in the Raid. In this Harcourt thought their findings
justified, though he retained the conviction that he " knew of and
was by implication a participant in, the Johannesburg rising."
n
If the South African Committee's operations had not been alto-
gether enlightening, there was one matter at least in which its
had been explicit and emphatic, and that was that Rhodes'
merited the severest censure.  The logic of the report seemed
minds, among the Opposition and elsewhere, to require
f^|& $h6tild expiate it by penalties appropriate to its magnitude.
^	were accordingly thunderstruck by the sequel.

